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October 14, 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am wnhng to voice my opposihon to p"y FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for &@tal 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such P policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
tights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studor to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. 'Ilk will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actuallywanf and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would nctudly be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my tights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digtd television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Blake Johnson 
1300 Sundt Lane 
Stoughton, WI 53589 
USA 
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October 14,2003 

Chairman Michsel K. Powell 
Federal Ccmmunications Commission 
445 12th Skeet, NW 
Wsshingtcn, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mioheel Powell, 

I m Writing tc voice my cppositicn to any FCC-mandated sdoption of "broadcast flag" technology far digital television. An a ccnsutner 
and citiren. I feel saongly that such s policy would be bad for hovetion, ccnsutner rights, and the ultimate sdoption of D W .  

A robust, competitive mnrket fcr ccnsutner elecfscnico mwt be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. AUowhg 
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will ensble the studios to tell teohnclcgists what new products they cen 
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect whst consutnen fie me acmdy  want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior functionakty. 

If the FCC issues s brosdcsst flsg mandste, I would setudy be less likely to m&c en inveihnent in DTV-cspsble reeeiven and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that h i t  my rights s t  the behest cf Hollywood. Pleare do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. Tnnnk you for your t h e .  

Sincerely, 

Jason Warner 
17805 N 40th St. 
Apt 123 
Phoenix, AZ 85032 
USA 
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October 14, 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communicstions Commission 
445 12th Sheet, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

1 am Writhg to vdec my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "bmsdcast flag" technology for digital television. As s consumer 
nnd citizen, I feel mongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive mprket for consumer electxorics must be rooted in mnnufmchuers' sbility to innovnte for their customen. Allowing 
movie ~iudio~ to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the ~tudios to tell technologists whst new products they can 
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect whst consumers &e me sctudy wnnt, and it could result in me behg 
charged more money for inferior hmctionality. 

If the FCC issuen a broadcsst flag mandate, I would seiually be less &ely to make en investment in DTV-capable receivers and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that h i t  my fights at the behest of HoUywood. Please do not mnndste broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. Thank you for your h e .  

Sincerely, 

Joseph Houghtaling 
319 East 25th Sheet 
Apsltment 3A 
New YorkNY 10010 
USA 
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October 14, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my oppostlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for digital televlslon. AS a 
consumer and cnlzen, I feel strongly that such a poky would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that dan't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor funetlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recetvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for dwlces that llmn my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglta televlslon. Thank you for your t h e .  

Slncerely, 

Valerle Anderson 
419 N. Cayuga St. #2S 
Ithaca, NY 14850 
USA 
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October 14, 2003 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for d a t a l  
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers, Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Michael Pmett 
404 Flagg Ave. 
San Jose, CA 95128 
USA 
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October 14. 2003 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D.C 20554 

Dear Michael Powell 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of '"broadcast 
flay" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Jay Rhine 
117 Laurel Ave 
Toms River, NJ 08753 
USA 
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Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554  

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am,,writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of '"broadcast 
flag technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flaq mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Ryan Smith-Roberts 
3701 Vining St 
Bellingham. WA 98226 
USA 
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October 14, 2003 

C h l l m m  Michael K Powell 
Federd Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for dg ta l  
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
dghts, md the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studos to  veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they c m  crate.  ?his  will result in products that don't necessadly reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for infedor 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less l ikly to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my dghts at the behest of Hollpood.  
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digtd television. ?hank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Andrew Lewman 
27 Fulton Street 
Dedham, MA 02026 
USA 
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_ _  
October 14, 2003 

C h i m a n  Michael IC Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am wdting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flat technology for &@tal 
televlrion. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such P policy would be bad foor innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to makc an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my dghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digtal television. 'Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Brian Dunn 
2160 Lawrence St  
Apt. 2N 
Saint Louis, MO 63110 
USA 
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October 14. 2003 

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington. D.C. 20554  

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

David Bullman 
6 9 4  Winding Stream Way Unit 304 
Odenton. MD 21113 
USA 
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October 14, 2003 

Chairman Michael IC Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am wnbng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for datal 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for d-ces that limit my rights at the behest of Hollyuood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for Clgital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Angelina Mulin 
720 W 
Melbourne, FL 32940 
USA 
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October 1 4 .  2 0 0 3  

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I an writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

David De Busk 
3454 Crestridge Dr 
Nashville, TN 3 7 2 0 4  
USA 
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_ _  
October 14, 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Streec NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Deal Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flq" technology for digital 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandite, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. R a n k  you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Gden Davi5 
257 Collins Street 
San Francisco, CA 94118 
USA 
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October 14, 2003 

Chairman Michael IC Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am wnting to voice my opposition to q y  FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digtal 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the stud~os to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't n e c e r r d y  reflect 
whit  consumers like me actudly want, and it could result in me being charged more money for infeuor 
functionality. 

If the FCC issuer a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Michael Paunovich 
665 Woodbridge 
Melbourne, FL 32940 
USA 
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October 14, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsolon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrtlng to VOlCe my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon or DTV. 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reeeptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallKy 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recetders 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that Ilmt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Dorothy Paunovlch 
181 Ashrord Ct 
Valparalso, IN 46385 
USA 
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October 14, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wasnlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlglal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad far Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competklve market lor consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle otudlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlob 
what new producb they can create Thls wlll result In producb that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable receken 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghb at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglta televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

D W Wllllams 
719 S Chlmney Rock Rd 
Greensboro, NC 27409 
USA 
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October 14, 2003 

Chalrmnn Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Waohlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of"broadcast flag" technology for dlglta televlslon. As a 
consumer and ctlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, competltive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manulacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customels. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlots 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and lt could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually ba less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmR my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your t h e .  

Slncerely, 

Charles Robetts 
403 Danfolth 
Cay. NC 2751 1 
USA 
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October 14. 2003 

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
.make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank YOU for your time 

Sincerely. 

Sachin Kandhari 
1410 Sadler St 
Apt 68 
Charlottesville. VA 22903 
USA 
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October 14, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchaei K. Powell 
Federal Comrnunlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrlclng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoption of DW. 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarliy reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DW-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I will not pay more for devlces that llmit my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Sincerely, 

Todd Day 
421 Camlno Laguna Vlsta 
Santa Barbara, CA 93117 
USA 
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October 14. 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am writlng to volce my opposltlon to any FcC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. A3 a 
consumer and cnlzen, I feel strongly that such a poky would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, cempetitlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlprnent wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could renult In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonnll~. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for dWICeS that Ilmt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your t h e .  

Slncerely, 

Jonas Gunter 
17353 Hardlng Dr 
Bowllng Green, VA 22427 
USA 
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October 14, 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am wciting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcart flag'' technology for dgital 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me achlally want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &gtal television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Ross Alexander 
29 Carsam Street 
Fanwood, NJ 07023 
USA 
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October 14, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K Fowell 
Federal Communlcatlono Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast tlag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzon. I lee1 strongly that such a pollcy would be baa lor Innovat.on, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of O W  

A robust, competltve market lor consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manutacturers' ablllty to Innovate lor thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto leatures of DN-reception equlpment wIII enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls w l l  result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llhe me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnlorlorlunctlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less IIkeIy to make an Investment In DW-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment, I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology lor digital televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Mlchael Perry 
5455 5E Carnpanarlo Road 
Mllwaukle, OR 97222 
USA 
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October 14, 2003 

Chairman Mlchael K Powell 
Federal communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell 

I am wrltlng tc volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon 01 "broadcast ilag" technology lor dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I (eel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad ior lnnovatlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon 01 DTV 

A robust, competltlve market lor consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manulacturers' ablllty to Innovate lor thelr 
customers Allowlng movle stud109 to veto ieatures of DlV-receptlon equipment w!11 enable the studlos to tell technologlots 
what new products they can create Thls WIII result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers IIhe me 
actually want, and It could result In me being charged more money lor Inlerlor iunctlonallty 

I i  the FCC Issues a broadcast (lag mandate I would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast (lag technology lor dlgltal televlslon Thank you lor your tlme 

sincerely, 

MarkTrynor 
3532 Queen Anne Way 
Colorado Sprlngs, CO 80917 
USA 
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October  1 4 .  2 0 0 3  

Chairman Nicha.el K Powell  
Federal Communicat. i o n s  C o m m i s s i o n  
4 4 5  1 2 t h  Street.. HV 
!Jashington. D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Micha.el Powell  

I am w r i t i n g  to  v o i c e  my o p p o s i t i o n  to any FK-aanda tad  a d o p t i o n  o f  ' b roadcas t ,  
f l a g "  techno1os.j f o r  d i g i t a l  t e l e v i s i o n  A s  a consumer and c i t i z e n .  I feel  
s t r o n g l y  t h a t  s u c h  a policy w u l d  be  bad fo r  innn:ra.tinn. cnnsnmer r i g h t s .  and  t h e  
u l t i m a t e  a d o p t i o n  of DTV 

A r o b u s t .  ~ o m p e t . i t i v e  market f o r  consumer e l e c t r o n i c s  must. be r o o t e d  i n  
m a n u f a c t u r e r s '  a b i l i t y  t o  innorrat.e f o r  t h e i r  ciist,omers Allowing movie s t , ud los  t.o 
veto f e a t , u r e s  of DTV-reception equipment v i 1 1  e n a b l e  t h e  st.ud1o.s to tel l  
techno1agis t . s  v h a t  nev p r o d u c t s  t h e y  c,m c r e a t e  T h i s  vi11 r e s u l t  i n  product.3 
t h a t  d o n ' t  n e c e s s a r i l y  reflect  vhat. consumers l i k e  me 3ct .na l ly  vant.. and i t  could 
r e s u l t  i n  m e  b e i n g  cha rged  more money f o r  i n i e r i o r  f u n c t . i o n a l l t y  

I i  t.he FCC issues a b r o a d c a s t  f l a g  mandate .  I vould act.aall:r b e  less I i G e l y  to 
malre a n  investment, i n  DTV-capable r e c e i v e r s  and o t h e r  e q u i p n e n t  I ,will not. pay 
more f o r  de7rices t h a t  l i m i t .  my r i g h t s  a.t. t h e  b e h e s t  of Holly8ood P l e a s e  do not. 
mandate b r o a d c a s t  f l a g  t,echnologg f o r  d i g i t a l  t e l e v i s i o n  Thank. you for :rour time 

S i n c e r e l y .  

J o s h  R i t t h a l e r  
7 6 5 2  Uitt Rd 
Alpena. MI 4 9 7 0 7  
IJSA 
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October 14, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am writing to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon 01 "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumcr and cltlzcn, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would bc bad lor  lnnomtlon consumer rlghts and thc ultlmate 
adoptlon 01 D N  

A robust competltlve market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to lrnovate lor  thelr 
customers Allowlng mo'ile studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equipment WIII enable the studlos to tell technoioglsts 
what new products they can create This wlll result In products that don't necessarlly rellect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want and It could result In me belng charged more moncy lor Inferlor lunctlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghto at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology lor dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your t l r e  

Slncerely 

steven dale 
p o box 495 
McCloud, CA 96057 
USA 


